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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1,6-7, 11-19 are pending. 

Election/Restriction 
Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 : 

I. Claims 1, 6-7, and 12-14 in part drawn respectively to peptide compositions, 
classified for example in class 530, subclass 300. 

II. Claims 1 1 drawn to an antibody composition, classified for example in class 530, 
subclass 387.1. 

III. Claims 15-17 drawn to a method of administration, classified for example in class 
514, subclass 2. 

IV. Claim 18-19 drawn to a process of contacting, classified for example in class 
435, subclass 7.1. 

The inventions are distinct, each from the other because of the following reasons: 
Inventions I, and II are related as products. The products are distinct each from 
the other as the products exhibit divergent structure, effects and function, for example 
peptides and antibodies differentially capable of promoting or effecting an immune 
response. 

Inventions III and IV are related as processes. The processes are distinct each 
from the other as the processes differ in reagents, steps, functions and effects. 

Inventions I, III, and IV are related as product and process of use. The 
inventions can be shown to be distinct if either or both of the following can be shown: (1 ) 
the process for using the product as claimed can be practiced with another materially 
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different product or (2) the product as daimed can be used in a ma.eriaiiy different 
process of using that product (MPEP § 806.05(h)). In the instant case the process for 
using the peptides can be practiced with alternative peptides as claimed and the 
products as claimed can be used alternatively in a method of treatment, a method of 
making antibodies, a method of screening compounds, or a method for detecting 
compositions. 

inventions II and IV are related as product and process of use. The inventions 
can be shown to be distinct if either or both of the following can be shown: (1 ) the 
process for using the product as claimed can be practiced with another materially 
different product or (2) the product as claimed can be used in a materially different 
process of using that product (MPEP § 806.05(h)). In the instant case the process for 
using the peptides can be practiced with alternative peptides as claimed and the 
products as claimed can be used alternatively in a method of treatment, a method of 
making antibodies, a method of screening compounds, or a method for detecting 
compositions. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and have 
acquired a separate status in the art as shown by their different classification, restriction 
for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and the 
search required for any Group is not required for any other Group, restriction for 
examination purposes as indicated is proper. 
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Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and have 
acquired a separate status in the art because of their recognized divergent subject 
matter, restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

This application contains claims directed to the following pa.entably distinct 

species of the claimed invention: 

A) innumerable patentably distinct peptides as claimed in claims 1 , 6-7 and 12- 
14, including for example SEQ ID NO's 2 and 3 and peptides of various lengths 
including portions of such. Applicants are required to designate a single peptide 
(molecular embodiment) species for initial search and examination. 

B) innumerable patentably distinct antibodies claimed in claims 11 and 18-19, 
including for example antibodies made from/against peptides of SEQ ID NO's 2 and 3 
and peptides of various .engths including portions of such. Applicants are required to 
designate a single antibody (molecular embodiment) species for initial search and 
examination. 

Applicant is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 to elect a single disclosed species for 
each of groups A-B above for prosecution on the merits to which the claims shall be 
restricted if no generic claim is Anally held to be allowable. Currently, claims 1,6-7, and 

11-19 and are generic. 

Applicant is advised that a reply to this requirement must include an identification 
of the species (molecular embodiment) that is elected consonant with this requirement, 
and a listing of all claims readable thereon, including any claims subsequently added. 
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An argument that a claim is allowable or that all claims are generic is considered 
nonresponsive unless accompanied by an election. 

Upon the allowance o. a generic claim, applicant will be entitled to consideration 
of cairns to additiona, species which are written in dependent form or othea.se include 
a„ the limitations of an allowed generic claim as provided by 37 CFR 1 .141 . If cia.ms 
are added after the election, applicant must indicate which are readable upon the 
elected species. MPEP § 809.02(a). 

Should applicant traverse on the ground that the species are not pa.en.ably 
distinct, applicant shouid submK evidence or identify such evidence now of record 

case, in either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions unpatentable over 
the prior art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) of the other invention. 

Applicant is advised .ha. the reply to this requirement to be complete must 
include an election of the invention to be examined even .hough ,he requirement be 
traversed ,37 CFR 1 .143). In order to be fully responsive, Applicant is required to elect 
a singie group from designated groups l-IV and a single molecular embodiemen. for 
each of designated groups A and B to which the claims will be restricted, even .hough 
the requirement is traversed. I. is no.ed .ha. while one of A-B may no, be applicable to 
one o, l-IV, applicant must elect one of each in order to be fully compliant. 

Applicant is reminded that upon the cancellation of claims to a non-elected 
invention, the inventorship must be amended in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .48(b) if one 
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raining in ,he appiicatio. Any anient o, inventorship must be ac^panied by 
a petition under 37 CFR 1 48(b) and by the fee required under 37 CFR 1 .17(0- 

0196. 
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